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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 17 and 18, the limitation "lexical instruction" renders the claims 
indefinite because what the applicant means by "lexical instruction" is neither clearly nor 
distinctly disclosed in the specification or within the claims. For the purpose of further 
examination, the phrase "lexical instruction" is given the broadest reasonable 
interpretation by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 17-25 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,381,597 issued to Simon M. Lin (hereinafter 
"Lin"), in view of U.S. Patent Number 5,873,069 issued to Douglas G. Reuhl et al 
(hereinafter "Reuhl"). 

As per claim 17, Lin discloses, 
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A database for use in managing a pricing agent in a computer, comprising: 

a pricing profile table comprising a set of profile records, each record identifying a 

URL site (Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 6), a list of included items 

(column 2 lines 64 - 67), and a pointer to a site template (column 4 lines 49 - 64); 
a site template table comprising a set of site templates, each site template 

comprising lexical instructions for parsing a data stream to identify given data (column 4 

lines 49 - 64); and 

a price table comprising a set of pricing records, each record identifying an item 
name, an associated price value, and at least one source (Figure 7, table in column 8 - 
9 and 10-11). 

Lin does not explicitly disclose a scan interval. 

However, Reuhl discloses the scan interval (column 1 1 lines 31 - 38), as well as 
the elements already disclosed by Lin (i.e. pricing agent, list of included items, lexical 
instructions for parsing, price table). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the data processing art to combine the above two references because the scan 
interval disclosed by Reuhl would have enabled Lin's database system to automatically 
and frequently check prices of a plurality of products that constantly changes and 
provide price comparison among competitors to buyers, as taught in Reuhl's disclosure. 

As per claim 18, Reuhl discloses threshold table comprising a set of threshold 
records, each record identifying a threshold type, a threshold value, and a threshold 
comparison operator (column 3 lines 44 - 48, column 4 lines 7-10, column 1 1 lines 35 
-40; 53-63). 
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As per claim 19, the claim recites that each profile further includes a list of 
excluded items. Given the broadest reasonable interpretation, the excluded items could 
be the items that are left over, after including certain items to be searched for in a 
plurality of websites. Since the profile record already has a list of included items 
specified by a user, it is inherent that all the other items not chosen to be searched for, 
namely "excluded", could be called a list of excluded items. 

As per claim 20, Lin discloses, 

A computer, comprising: 

a browser (Figure 1); 

a database comprising: 

a pricing profile table comprising a set of profile records, each record identifying a 
URL site (Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 6), a list of included items 
(column 2 lines 64 - 67), and a pointer to a site template (column 4 lines 49 - 64); 

a site template table comprising a set of site templates, each site template 
comprising lexical instructions for parsing a data stream to identify given data (column 4 
lines 49 - 64); and 

a price table comprising a set of pricing records, each record identifying an item 
name, and associated price value, and at least one source (Figure 7, table in column 8 
-9 and 10-11); and 

code executable in the browser during processing of a given pricing profile record 
for parsing data retrieved form the URL site according to the site template to generate a 
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data record for each included item (Figure 4, column 2 lines 55 - 63, column 4 line 36 - 
column 5 line 7). 

Lin does not explicitly disclose a scan interval. 

However, Reuhl discloses the scan interval, as well as the elements already 
disclosed by Lin (i.e. pricing agent, list of included items, lexical instructions for parsing, 
price table). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the data 
processing art to combine the above two references because the scan interval 
disclosed by Reuhl would have enabled Lin's database system to automatically and 
frequently check prices of a plurality of products that constantly changes and provide 
price comparison among competitors to buyers, as taught in Reuhl's disclosure. 

As per claim 21, Reuhl discloses price data for an item name is collected over a 
given period of time to produce historical data (column 3 lines 18-20, column 9 lines 
12-15). 

As per claim 22, Lin discloses the database receives queries from a pricing agent 
(column 2 lines 55 - 57; 65 - 67, column 4 lines 36 - 43). 

As per claim 23, Lin discloses the pricing agent provides data to the database 
using the set of profile records (Figure 2 and throughout the disclosure). 

As per claim 24, Lin discloses the pricing table provides an identification of URL 
sites to be scanned for data (Figure 2, column 2 lines 53 - 55, column 5 lines 4 - 6). 

As per claim 25, Reuhl discloses the threshold table indicates when a threshold 
condition is reached to trigger a threshold event (column 3 lines 44 - 48, column 4 lines 
7-10, column 1 1 lines 35 - 40; 53 - 63). 
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As per claim 27, Lin discloses the site templates include matching criteria 
(column 4 line 49 - column 5 line 7). 

As per claim 28, Reuhl discloses each site template includes a scanning 
template that indicates who to scan for item names and corresponding prices (column 
11 lines 1-15). 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin and 
Reuhl, further in view of U.S. Patent Number 4,992,940 issued to Ross E. Dworkin 
(hereinafter "Dworkin"). 

As per claim 26, Lin and Reuhl disclose the database of claim 25 as discussed 
above in claim 25 rejection. 

Lin and Reuhl do not explicitly disclose a sending of an email. 

However, Dworkin discloses a sending of an email (column 4 lines 13-24, 
column 10 lines 9-17). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
data processing art to combine the above references because Dworkin's method of 
sending an email would have enabled Lin and Reuhl's database system to 
contact/notify the vendor, supplier, user, or administrator for further actions/services, as 
taught by Dworkin in his disclosure. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent Number 6,738,767 issued to Christina Yip Chung et al discloses 
structural queries that locate requested data in a document. 
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U.S. Patent Number 6,785,671 issued to David R. Bailey et al discloses a search 
engine to locate web pages from which user-specified products can be purchased. 

U.S. Patent Number 6,754,636 issued to Jay S. Walker et al discloses a method 
of price comparison between multiple vendors. 

Contact Information 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Sangwoo Ahn whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5626. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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